SOCCO also seeks to make an issue of the fact that Satter-
field did not offer any proof that he was a surface resident at
the time he asked to see the'map on June 5 (Cross motion, p. 8)
There are defects in that argument.  First, the receptionist
was a person who was well known to Satterfield and she knew
that he was a surface resident and did not need to ask for any
proof.  Second, SOCCO did not decline to show Satterfield the
map on the ground that he had not proven he was a surface resi-
dent who was entitled to see the map.  The sole ground given by
SOCCO for refusing to show Satterfield the map was that SOCCO's
land manager was not at the mine to show him the map (Finding
No. 4 above).  Third, when the land manager finally did show
Satterfield the map on June 20, 1984, he had already drawn
squares on the map to designate the location of 'the houses in
which Satterfield and his mother lived (Finding'No. 10 above).

There is no merit to SOCCO's argument that it ought to be
able to designate the land manager as the sole person to show
the mine map to surface residents because he would be the most
knowledgeable person to perform such duties (Cross motion,
p. 11).  SOCCO does not challenge Satterfield1s statement that
when the land manager finally did show him the map the land
manager refused to answer any of Satterfield1s questions about
the map, such as the location of a church in which Satterfield
was interested (Finding No. 10 above).

SOCCO's Alleged Efforts To Accommodate Satterfield

SOCCO emphasizes the length to which its land manager
went in his efforts to make the mine map available for Satter-
field' s inspection (Cross motion, pp. 9-10).  SOCCO claims
that the land manager offered to come to the mine before 8 a.m.
to show Satterfield the map and also offered to stay late to
show Satterfield the map.  Satterfield agrees that the land
manager offered to come in early to show him the map, but
Satterfield explained that he was working the day shift at
Consolidation Coal Company's No. 20 Mine and that he had to
leave for work at 6:30 a.m. and that he could not come to the
mine to see the map before 8 a.m., Satterfield additionally
testified that he works overtime about 8 days out of 10 and
did not leave the mine until 6:00 p.m.  Satterfield also
worked on Saturdays and some Sundays.  Satterfield said that
if he did not work overtime, he could leave the mine at 4:30
p.m. and be at SOCCO's mine by 5:30 p.m. because it takes him
an hour to drive home, but the land manager refused to stay an
hour late to show him the map (Finding No. 6 above).

Despite the above testimony given by Satterfield under
oath, SOCCO's cross motion (pp. 9-10) emphasizes that the land
manager volunteered to stay late to show Satterfield the map.
The only factual reference cited by SOCCO to support its claim
that the land manager agreed to stay late to show Satterfield

553d had in trying toned  by  Durden  on  June   1,   and  without   a   radar   liylit."
